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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant has amended claims 1 , 4, 7, 9-10 and 19, canceled claims 3, 8, 12, 14 and 
18. Examiner has considered the amendment to the claims very carefully. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 -2 and 1 0-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Harlick (US 5,941 ,773), in view of DeFrees-Parrot et al (US 6, 913, 534) hereon 
'Parrot further in view of Rowe et al (US 2003/0013527). 

3. Regarding claims 1 -2 and 10-11, Harlick teaches a randomly generated 
multiplayer reward system having following limitations: 

From a pool of two or more gaming machines, randomly selecting one or more of the 
gaming machines from the pool at a predetermined reward time period; determining the 
operational state of the machine or determining whether players playing the machine or 
not and awarding player with the predetermined reward (col 1, lines 35-67). Harlick is 
silent on disclosing the predetermined time is being current time to award a player 
identified by the player identifier. 'Parrot teach a game system in combination with the 
lottery system played in a networked game machines where players are identified with 
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the player tracker system and various conditions are described such as predetermined 
time for the award (lottery drawings are well known in the art to have predetermined 
time for the drawings), (see summary), therefore it would have been obvious to ordinary 
skilled artisan at the time of invention to include a set drawing time for the machines to 
Harlicks's system as an alternative to predetermined time period to create player's 
anticipation. 

4. Claims 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Harlick (US 5,941 ,773), in view of in view of DeFrees-Parrot et al (US 6, 91 3, 534), 
further in view of Rowe et al (US 2003/0013527). 

Regarding claim 4, Harlick teaches a gaming system that determines the 
operational state of a gaming machine. However Harlick is silent on disclosing a player 
identifier associated with the active gaming machine. Rowe teaches a networked control 
gaming system having player tracker or player identification system where a player 
tracking system has an associated reward (para 0033, 0051), and it is well understood if 
the player tracker information is not available then the player or the user would be 
denied of any reward associated with the player tracking system. Player tracker system 
is very well known as disclosed by the applicant, therefore it would have been obvious 
to ordinary skilled artisan at the time of invention to include player tracker system in 
Harlick's system and make it mandatory in order to obtain a reward by the player so that 
casinos can track player activity and use that information for promotional purposes. 
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Regarding claim 5, Harlick's game system is multiplayer and multi-consoles 
game system that rewards player. Therefore one ordinary skilled artisan would 
recognize the system as one or more game machines are available for reward. 

Regarding claim 6, Harlick;s game system includes selection of gaming machine 
from the pool at the predetermined time intervals (fig 2 and 3, col 1 , lines 57-61 ). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to ordinary skilled artisan at the time of invention 
to make the time intervals based on different criteria such as day, week or year or 
based on number of game play or player activity or the previous reward time to create 
more excitement among players. 

Regarding claims 7 and 9, Harlick's game system discloses rewarding player 
randomly based on active state of the game machine and the reward can be a cash 
amount (col 3, lines 39-41). However Harlick is silent on associating player reward with 
the player identification system and providing player reward responsive to the player 
identification. Rowe teaches a player tracking multiplayer reward system capable of 
identifying the players and rewarding the players with cash, incentive points and 
complimentary services (para 0036 and 0091); a reward indicator announces a reward 
won by the player (para 0029). Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary 
skilled artisan to include Rowe's player identifying reward system to Harlick's multiplayer 
reward system to create more excitement among player and give casino or the host a 
better business through the players' enrollment program in the system. 

Claims 13, 15-17 and 19 are rejected under same above references cited by the 
examiner. 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 6/24/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant for the following 
reason 

6. In response to applicant's argument on amended limitations, examiner believes 
these limitations are merely a lottery game limitation where predetermined time, date 
days etc are set for the drawings from pools or participating players which are also 
identified via web and internet. Examiner has cited new art that are very closely related 
and the applicant is respectfully advised to review the entire prior art of record very 
closely to better recite the claim language. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Masud Ahmed whose telephone number is 571 270 
1315. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9:30am-5: 30pm, Alt Fri, 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on 571 272 7147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/M. A./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
/Robert E Pezzuto/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



